4.    Ine initial complete draft of the resulting agenda was reviewed, ana discussed by a wider range of professionals attending a workshop held at the National Academy of Science's Beckman Center in Irvine, California, on July 2 and 3,1993. During this workshop and in the committee's meeting that followed, the initial draft was revised and expanded.  Broad discussions of future infrastructure development provided a background for this work.  Implementation strategy and program scope were among the topics discussed by the workshop participants.
5.   The committee refined the draft agenda and reconsidered the likely payoffs of research in each topic area.  The committee considered how a broad infrastructure program might be structured to address the niche areas, to yield highest possible overall benefits for given levels of research investment.  Possible overlaps, conflicts, or mutually beneficial interactions among researchers working on different infrastructure modes on similar research topics were topics considered in this stage of the study. These analyses supported the committee's final recommendations on implementation and staging of the program.he committee reviewed and refined the new categories and the initially proposed questions on which the categories were based. Committee members worked in small subcommittees and discussed their work with colleagues outside of the committee.   Each subcommittee defined researchable topics and new lists of representative research questions within the emerging three-layered agenda structure (e.g., niche areas, researchable topics, representative research questions).
